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(b) Other reports. Any report printed by 

the U.S. Government Printing Office to be 
published as a Committee print other than a 
document described in paragraph (a) of this 
Rule: (A) shall include on its cover the fol-
lowing statement: ‘‘this document has been 
printed for informational purposes only and 
does not represent either findings or rec-
ommendations adopted by this Committee.’’; 
and (B) shall not be published following sine 
die adjournment of Congress, unless ap-
proved by the Chairman of the Committee 
after consultation with the Ranking Minor-
ity Member of the Committee. 

f 

THE FUTURE FOR AFGHANISTAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to shine a light on U.S. foreign 
policy, specifically our military pres-
ence in Afghanistan. 

President Obama did not ask for this 
war. He inherited it, along with Iraq, a 
destabilized Middle East and a weak-
ened American reputation overseas. 

Mr. Speaker, President Obama is 
doing exactly what he said he would. 
He has called on his top military and 
diplomatic leaders to develop a plan for 
the future of Afghanistan. Already he 
has reached out to Congress to get our 
input. 

That’s why this week Congress-
women BARBARA LEE and MAXINE WA-
TERS and I sent a letter to the Presi-
dent outlining congressional priorities 
regarding Afghanistan. We applauded 
the President for his strong leadership 
on an intelligent foreign policy and na-
tional security strategy, particularly 
his emphasis on diplomacy and inter-
national partnerships. 

We pledged to work with him and 
work with his administration to imple-
ment a foreign policy that stresses co-
operation, conflict resolution and hu-
manitarian assistance. 

We expressed our support and pleas-
ure over his commitment to bring our 
troops home from Iraq in 16 months. 

Mr. Speaker, this administration has 
called Afghanistan the central front in 
the fight against terrorism. So, in an 
effort to promote better cooperation in 
our Nation’s diplomatic development 
and military involvement in Afghani-
stan, our letter to President Obama 
outlined policy benchmarks which 
many of us in Congress support and, by 
the way, most Americans. These bench-
marks include a clear authorization of 
the use of military force be estab-
lished. Defined goals and objectives 
and benefits of U.S. involvement in Af-
ghanistan. 

We asked that he determine the 
human and financial resources nec-
essary to carry out the administra-
tion’s plan and provide us with a time 
line for the redeployment of troops and 
military contractors. 

The role of the North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization, NATO; the United Na-
tions, the U.N.; and other international 
partners must also be clearly delin-
eated. 

The immediate humanitary and eco-
nomic needs of Afghan people must 
also be met, we told him. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, as our national 
policy for Afghanistan is established, 
Members of Congress and all Ameri-
cans anticipate an honest and open dis-
cussion about the challenges that lie 
ahead. And with that, we look forward 
to working with this administration to 
advance a responsible and a smart 
strategy through the Middle East and 
Central Asia, a path to real peace, and 
a path to economic security worldwide. 

f 

KEEP THE GOVERNMENT OUT OF 
MEDICAL TREATMENT DECISIONS 

(Mr. HERGER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, we just 
voted on this so-called stimulus bill 
that wasn’t even available for us to see 
until late last night. It should come as 
no surprise that in this monumental 
piece of legislation, there are items in 
it that could not have survived careful 
scrutiny in the light of day. 

Many of my colleagues have pointed 
out the wildly extravagant spending 
and the lack of real job creation and 
economic recovery in this bill. I fully 
share those concerns, but I also want 
to call to attention a little-known pro-
vision tucked six pages deep inside this 
1,100 page bill. The Democrats are 
spending $1.1 billion on a new Federal 
board to conduct health care research. 
Sounds innocent enough, right? 

Unfortunately, this provision is the 
camel’s nose under the tent in the 
Democrats’ quest to have the Federal 
Government push doctors aside and put 
Washington in charge of patients’ 
health treatment options. This board, 
the Federal coordinating Council on 
Comparative Effectiveness Research, 
will be comprised of 15 Federal bureau-
crats, all appointed by the President. 
Not a single practicing physician or pa-
tient advocate will be allowed to sit on 
this board. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the first step of 
government-run health care. Despite 
numerous requests from patient 
groups, this bill does not include a sin-
gle protection to ensure that this re-
search will not be used by Medicare, 
Medicaid, VA, DOD or private health 
insurance to deny access to needed 
treatments. The goal of this board is to 
conduct research that will allow the 
Federal Government to deny needed 
health care. Physician groups are very 
concerned that this board and its re-
search will significantly harm the pa-
tient/doctor relationship. 

Other governments have been using 
this research to deny medically nec-
essary care for years. The British Gov-
ernment currently uses similar re-
search to restrict treatment using a 
formula that divides the cost of the 
treatment by the number of years the 
patient is likely to live. Treatments for 
younger patients are more often ap-
proved than treatments for diseases 

that affect the elderly. For example, in 
2006, the British Government used com-
parative effective research to say that 
elderly patients with macular degen-
eration had to wait until they went 
blind in one eye before they could get 
a new drug to save the other eye. It 
took almost 3 years of public protest 
before the board reversed its decision. 

Mr. Speaker, Americans expect bet-
ter and deserve more. Physicians and 
patients, not faceless Federal bureau-
crats, should be in charge of health 
care decisions. 

Republicans will continue to fight to 
keep this Federal Government out of 
our American’s medicine cabinets. In 
the very near future I’ll be introducing 
legislation to protect patients from the 
misuse of comparative effective re-
search and ensure that seniors con-
tinue to have access to medically nec-
essary treatments. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge every Member of 
this House to join me in this effort. 

f 

b 1500 

THE STIMULUS BILL—A LOST 
OPPORTUNITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. There has been a lot of 
talk in Washington, D.C. over the last 
few years about the bridge to nowhere 
in the last highway bill, an anomaly 
from a lot of good investment that was 
in that bill. 

But what we have with the passage of 
this bill today are a lot of tax cuts to 
nowhere. I never met a tax cut that 
could build a bridge or that could re-
build 160,000 bridges in our National 
Highway System that need rebuilding. 
They are crumbling or falling or they 
are functionally obsolete. I never met a 
tax cut that could even fill in a pot-
hole. I never met a tax cut that could 
build a school. 

I went to elementary school in a new 
post-World War II school. It is still 
there today, serving future generations 
of kids. That was money borrowed and 
money well spent. Money borrowed for 
tax cuts, ephemeral tax cuts—very 
small tax cuts—for the average family 
are not going to rebuild our economy, 
put us on the path to prosperity and 
put people back to work. 

Three Republican Senators insisted 
on a lot more tax cuts. They hijacked 
the bill because of the arcane, obsolete 
and, in fact, discretionary rules of the 
Senate. It did not need to be that way. 
Let’s just look at a couple of things 
they cut. 

We had an amendment here on the 
floor of the House to add $3 billion 
back to transit. That would have pro-
vided for thousands of jobs. Twelve 
thousand buses are obsolete. There are 
backlogs of orders for buses sitting on 
the shelf. There are options that are 
not funded. That would have put Amer-
ican workers to work in building the 
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buses, and it would have put American 
workers to work by driving the buses, 
taking Americans to work and to 
school. $3 billion was cut from there to 
make room for tax cuts. There was 
money cut from highways to go to tax 
cuts. All of the money to build schools 
was cut from the bill for tax cuts. The 
list goes on and on and on. We could 
have done so much more to rebuild our 
infrastructure with this bill. We could 
have done so much more to help our 
kids get a good education and get safe 
and new schools and facilities, but they 
went out the door to tax cuts. 

Now, there was one tax cut, actually, 
that would have helped a business in 
my district that employs 1,300 people. 
That tax cut was taken out of the bill. 
The CEO called me yesterday, saying, 
‘‘We’ll probably be closing our doors 
because we’re not going to be getting 
that tax relief.’’ 

Then there is money to help the 
States with the deficit and with the 
school budgets—that’s great—except it 
cannot be spent until July. My schools 
are in crisis now. They’re talking 
about lopping a month off of the school 
year, and we are being told we cannot 
spend that money now, that you’ll need 
it for next year. Well, we’re in the last 
3 months of a 9-month year. That 
means our cuts are going to be twice as 
big as they would need to be on an an-
nual basis. We need to have access to 
that money now, but we won’t have ac-
cess to that money now under this bill. 

This bill ultimately is a lost oppor-
tunity, and I fear that, when it comes 
time to do further investments, the 
borrowing well may have run dry. Who 
is going to lend us this $800 billion to 
spend on these sorts of things like tax 
cuts? 

They might lend us money to build a 
bridge because they know it makes us 
more productive, and it puts people to 
work, and it provides returns. They 
might lend us money for other substan-
tial things. They might lend us money 
for education, but they’re going to lend 
us money so we can cut taxes. 

If they’ll lend it to us, we’re probably 
going to borrow it from China or from 
Japan. We’ll think there are not going 
to be any consequences, and we’ll think 
that maybe we can go back to the well 
again later when we want to meet real 
needs and when we want to make real 
investments. I fear that the well will 
have run dry. So I voted ‘‘no’’ today, 
and I am proud of that vote. 

f 

THE STIMULUS BILL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, today we passed the largest spend-
ing bill in the history of the United 
States. When you add the interest and 
everything into it, it is going to cost 
over $1 trillion. I don’t think the Amer-
ican people really understand how 
much $1 trillion is, but it is an awful 
lot of money. 

I want to congratulate my Democrat 
colleagues on getting this passed. I cer-
tainly did not vote for this bill. I think 
it is going to be very detrimental to 
the future economy of these United 
States, and I think it is going to hurt 
our economy instead of creating the 
jobs that it was intended to create. So 
I think we made a big mistake today, 
but the Democrats got their bill 
passed, and they’re going to get it 
passed in the Senate. It is going to be-
come law, and every American is going 
to have to live with it. 

One of the things that concerns me is 
not only the $1 trillion we have spent 
today but that Mr. Geithner, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, said the other 
day that we would have to spend an-
other $1 trillion, $2 trillion or maybe 
even more to help the financial institu-
tions of this country stay afloat. So 
we’re looking at $2-, $3-, $4-, maybe $5 
trillion. 

If you will look at this chart, Mr. 
Speaker, it shows the amount of money 
that is in circulation. You will see it 
was pretty consistent at around $1 tril-
lion-plus over the last couple of dec-
ades. Then just recently, it shot up like 
a rocket, and that was before all of this 
spending that we put through the 
House today or the amount of money 
that Mr. Geithner is going to spend. So 
we are looking at a tremendous in-
crease in the amount of money that is 
going to be in circulation. 

Now, one of the things that helps 
stave off this inflationary problem is 
that we have people around the world, 
other countries, that loan us money. 
For instance, China right now has 
loaned us $682 billion. That is what we 
owe them. We owe Japan $577 billion. 
We owe the United Kingdom $360 bil-
lion. We owe Brazil $120 billion to $130 
billion. 

China said just the other day that 
they were very concerned about loan-
ing us money because they said that 
they did not think that the currency in 
the United States would be stable, so 
the value of their currency would go 
down. They were calling Mr. Geithner, 
Secretary Geithner, to say, ‘‘Hey, we 
want some stability here because the 
value of the currency in our country is 
going to be depreciated because of what 
you’re doing.’’ 

Well, a day later, after it was 
brought up on this floor, they changed 
their minds and said, ‘‘Well, the only 
place to loan this money where we 
have any kind of security is the United 
States. We are going to continue to 
loan money.’’ So they are going to loan 
money to us in the billions and in the 
trillions of dollars, but the kicker is: 
How much is the interest going to be 
that they’re going to charge? Because 
that interest is added to the loan that 
they are giving us on a month-to- 
month basis. I believe they kicked that 
interest rate up, so we are going to see 
an inflationary trend not only in the 
money they are loaning to us but in 
the interest that is going to be accu-
mulating. 

I know this is an awful lot for my 
colleagues to digest and for the people 
across this country who might be pay-
ing attention to digest, but let me just 
say this, Mr. Speaker: It is going to 
cause an inflationary trend at some 
point in the future. I think it is going 
to be earlier rather than later. When 
that inflationary trend starts, this 
chart is going to be minuscule to what 
we are going to see. We are going to see 
inflation shoot up at a very rapid rate, 
which means that the value of the dol-
lar that every American has in their 
bank or in their home is going to be de-
valued. 

That means, if you buy a car for 
$30,000, it may cost $60,000 or $90,000. If 
you buy a loaf of bread, it may cost 2 
or 3 times as much or more. That is 
called hyperinflation. This happened 
back in the 1970s when we had a very 
similar situation to what we have 
today. We had double-digit inflation, 
double-digit unemployment, and they 
raised the interest rates to 21 percent 
to stop all of this. That may happen 
again. If it does, it will put a real ham-
mer on the economy, and it will put 
more and more and more, thousands 
and millions of people out of work. 

But the problem early on is the infla-
tion that we are going to have to deal 
with. This is a problem that is very 
real, and I hope my Democrat col-
leagues will think ahead and will real-
ize that we have to do something to 
stifle the growth in government and 
the spending because we are not going 
to be able to deal with this inflation as 
we should, and our kids and our 
grandkids and the future generations 
of this country are going to have to 
pay, not only with inflation, but with 
higher taxes and with a lower quality 
of life. That is something we should 
not have to deal with, Mr. Speaker. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

TURKEY’S GENOCIDE HYPOCRISY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. On Saturday, Feb-
ruary 7, The Washington Post reported 
that a Turkish Islamic-oriented human 
rights group, the Association of Human 
Rights and Solidarity for Oppressed 
Peoples, known as Mazlum-Der, initi-
ated a probe to investigate if war 
crimes and genocide were committed 
by Israel during the recent Gaza con-
flict. 

I was startled to read that Mazlum- 
Der plans to investigate 19 Israelis, in-
cluding Prime Minister Olmert, Presi-
dent Peres, Foreign Minister Tzipi 
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